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MENORANDUM 

	

fl-, r'T 	Headquarters Comrctents on Cal-iforn'l'a 'Final Undrar g L-ci.And S U B LJ 
Irijection Contro-V(UIC) Pr/O U110, 	Response to /L  

_n  u 	-%,I e f f e r d September 281 	cter,' 
9 

FROM: 	Pillill'IP 
	« 	 ~i f 	 ~ 	 ~j  F (  

State Pro g ra-m 	v -t" 	-0  1 

 ~,..,.+~~
...,r~~ / 	$ 

T 0 ! 	Beill Thurston 
Re g ion IX 

Tht,c-,, Head quarters Underg round Injection Control CUIC) P r aL rr1 i.--1 C  y  
Review*Teara rFtet on No-vember 3. 1_982r to t-eview the response.s c)f.-.* 
Sept, ..-.-~.%mber 28, 1982, froin Mr. Mefferd of the CDOG to Mr. 1'_,au. of 

4 Re g lon I X ,, 	Tl"ie Revi-ew Team c o n Ic-3- i s t e d of Todd Gu l i c I4,1.,. , Alan 
M( ,)rr:Lsse y , Don 01_:-:;on,, Phillip Tate, Jentai Yan g ,, Franco"se Bras er, 
and ROgE°r Arizzolill, 

Excep-t for coiiiment No.s. 2 an-d 4 where some c o v,-.- c e Y" f-i r e ni a- ri s 11 El",  

v I., e w 	s-'-Led by thc-- State's respons(-; ~. T e a i. L was Sa A. 'L 	I 	sFf 

C o Tu i tic,-D, 1- 	4: 	The State's response is adequateV 
	 • 

C ortime n. t s 2 a n 4 

The Review Teain wo-uld -1, ik-e assuran,-.:.,e rKrom ti'le Attor-,rle y  
G el-i r a -1- Un a. t 

lorls set out i).11. It"he TYie State can 	the c-,ondit 
letter of approval. ;  

	

2) 	Compliance vi'l'th the letter o-i'. approval. dt--)es nc)t r ~:,ylieve 
the opc2rator froirt complian'ce with theza re gulationz-3 or 

rzstattfte., 



NOTE 	Tli'-ie examples in attachment,3, S e p t en3rr.ib e r 2 8 ,, 1982 

submittal re"rEer IV_-o action taken "to enforce 
prov1sions of the California A d m i n i s t r a t i v e 
Code" (-letter to Mr.* Frank Pell Januar y  2 0 ,' 1982) 

and -the division oE Oil and Gas Re gulations (letter 
to Mr. P. F& Patterson, April 10, 1979.) 

If' the Attorney  General can g ive us these assurances 
we can consider t ri a t the project plan approval. letter 

1 -utes a permit-. The re qdi'Lrement to submit a cons, t t 
"Notice of intent to dri'll" and subse quent actiori by  

the Director'wou'ld   then be similar to the Federal 
reau.1at-ions provisiori of §122.41(c) and would n o -t 
pc')sf,-:~ ari y- prob]..einii, 

Comment   3: The response 'is adequate, 

C (,.)Tm-,i.e n t s 5, '6, 7 

Stat.e lias d emori s t r a t e d to the satisfact"ion of the 
revi,~w team that its 	mechanisms corabined witli 
ari a g -'ressive inspectolon pro gra_ni cotistitute an ef.-Eective 

under gro'und sources of 'drinking  water.. pro graiii to protec 

0 	-ise i s CorauTteni- 8 	T'n e respoi 	cidequate... 
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